REMARKS/ARGUMENTS 



The outstanding Office Action rejects claims 1-10 on various grounds over several 
references including the U.S. Patents to Meierhoefer (USPN 3,494,458 hereinafter 
"Meierhoefef') and Thomas et al (USPN 4,337,858 hereinafter "Thomas''). Claim 5 is 
considered allowable if amended to incorporate intervening and base limitations. With this in 
mind, the applicants have incorporated Claim 5 limitations into amended Claims 1 and 9. 
Claim 6 is also amended to be consonant with the above amendment of Claim 1 . Accordingly, 
Claims 1, 6, and 9 are amended and Claim 5 is cancelled. Accordingly, Claims 1-4 & 6-10 
are pending in this application. 

Initial Comments 

Claim 1 has been amended to include the limitations of Claim 5 pursuant to guidance of 
the Examiner. Additionally, Claim 9 incorporates the Claim 5 limitations and should also 
therefore comply with the Examiners guidance. 

Rejections Under 35 U,S.C, S 103 

Claims 1-4 & 6-10 have been rejected under 35 U. S. C. § 103(a) as being variously 
unpatentable over the combinations of Meierhoefer (USPN 3,494,458 hereinafter "Meierhoefer'') 
and Thomas et al (USPN 4,337,858 hereinafter "Thomas"), 

The amended Claims 1 and 9 now incorporate the distinctive and allowable limitations 
of Claim 5. Accordingly, the pending grounds of rejection are no longer applicable. Moreover, 
the dependency of Claim 6 has been changed from Claim 5 (now cancelled) to amended Claim 
1, and for at least that reasons should now be allowable. 

Thus, the claimed invention has a unique configuration not suggested by the cited art. 
Accordingly, the device taught, and now claimed, in base Claims 1 and 9 is not taught or 
suggested by any of the cited combinations of references. Accordingly, these cited combination 
fail to establish a prima facie case of obviousness as to the newly amended claims. Thus, it is 
respectfiiUy submitted that the Claims 1-4 and 6-10, as now amended, overcome all pending 
grounds of rejection. Therefore, applicants request that these grounds for rejecting Claims 1-4 
and 6-10 be withdrawn and a notice of allowance be issued for all pending Claims. 
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Allowable Subject Matter 



In large part this has been discussed in the 103 section above. The Action has stated that 
Claim 5 would be allowable (page 5 of the pending Action) if amended into independent form 
and incorporating the Claim 1 limitation. Accordingly, Claim 1 is amended to incorporate the 
Claim 1 and 5 limitations as directed. Thus, Claim 1 and the Claims depending therefrom 
(Claims 2-4, 6-8, and 10) are believed to be in condition for allowance. 

Thus, amended Claim 1 now incorporates the distinctive and allowable limitations of 
Claim 5. Accordingly, the pending grounds of rejection are no longer applicable. Moreover, the 
dependency of Claim 6 has been changed from Claim 5 (now cancelled) to amended Claim 1, 
and for at least that reasons should now be allowable. 

Similarly, Claim 9 has been amended into independent form and incorporating the 
patentable Claim 5 limitations. Accordingly, amended Claim 9 is also believed to be allowable. 
Thus, amended Claims 1 and 9 now incorporate the distinctive and allowable limitations of 
Claim 5. Accordingly, the pending grounds of rejection are no longer applicable. 

Thus, the claimed invention has a unique configuration not suggested by the cited art. 
Accordingly, the device taught, and now claimed, in base Claims 1 and 9 is not taught or 
suggested by any of the cited combinations of references. Accordingly, these cited combination 
fail to establish a prima facie case of obviousness as to the newly amended claims. Thus, it is 
respectfully submitted that the Claims 1-4 and 6-10, as now amended, overcome all pending 
grounds of rejection. Therefore, applicants request that these grounds for rejecting Claims 1-4 
and 6-10 be withdrawn and a notice of allowance be issued as to these pending Claims. 

Conclusion : 

In view of the foregoing amendments and remarks, it is respectfully submitted that the 
claimed invention as presently presented is patentable over the art of record and that this case is 
now in condition for allowance. 

Accordingly, the applicants request withdrawal of all pending rejections and request 
reconsideration of the pending application and prompt passage to issuance. As an aside, the 
applicants clarify that any lack of response to any of the issues raised by the Examiner is not an 
admission by the applicant as to the accuracy of the Examiner's assertions with respect to such 
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issues. Accordingly, applicant's specifically reserve the right to respond to such issues at a later 
time during the prosecution of the present application, should such a need arise. 



As always, the Examiner is cordially invited to telephone the applicants representative to 
discuss any matters pertaining to this case. Should the Examiner wish to contact the undersigned 
for any reason, the telephone numbers set out below can be used. 

Additionally, if any fees are due in connection with the filing of this Amendment, the 
Commissioner is authorized to deduct such fees from the undersigned's Deposit Account No. 50- 
0388 (Order No. MES1P083). 

Respectfully submitted, 
BEYER WEAVER LLP 



/Francis T. Kalinski/ 
Francis T. Kalinski II 
Registration No. 44,177 

P.O. Box 70250 
Oakland, CA 94612-0250 
Telephone: (83 1) 642-9609 
Alt. Tel.: (408)255-8001 
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